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SUPPLIED UNDER 
ROYAL WARRANT 


“ Honest water that ne’er set men? the mire.””—Timon of Athens, act i., s. 2. 
: The finest tribute ever accorded to sterling merit is contained in Taz Lasozt, of 
| August 8, 1891, 307-8, which embodies the “ rt of Tae Lancer Special Commis- 
sion on Natural Mineral Waters,” “ Johannis”’—the subject of the Report—being selected 
- amongst the Natural Mineral Waters of the world as worthy of this dii i 
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“ JOHANNIS.” 


THE KING OF NATURAL TABLE WATERS. 
E CHARGED ENTIRELY WITH ITS OWN NATURAL GAS. 
' To be obtained from all Chemists, Wine Merchants, and Stores at the following 
: prices per Dozen delivered :— 
ttles.  }-Bottles. te 


TO HER MAjEstTy 
THE QUEEN. 








4 Bottles. 4}-Bottles. }-Bottles. Bo’ 

London 6/- 4/6 3/6 |Country 6/6 5/- 
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; Springs: London Offices: 
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to all parts every 

|BRADFORD - 
| (Excellent Restaurant.) 
E Cursive. LEEDS - - QUEEN’S HOTEL. 
| Very Moprrate Cuances.| DERBY - - MIDLAND HOTEL. 
. w. TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 
' LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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wm (The Hotel de Luxe of the North.) 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE recarp the pro of the British Medical Association 
that the House of should once more be invited to ask 
the judges to define the law as to criminal responsibility in 
mental Bad asa mistaken one. That the law on this subject 
stands in need of reconsideration is indisputable. It is high 
time that impotence or impairment of will through insanity 
should be recognized in theory, as it is in practice, as an ex- 
culpatory plea in criminal cases. But how anyone can propose 
to repeat the unfortunate experiment which has given rise to 
much of the controversy that has for years raged round the 
legal “test of lunacy’ iblem, we are quite at a loss to 
understand. Notwithstanding the somewhat excessive protesta- 
tions of Lord Campseit in 1843, we are strongly of opinion 
that the House of Lords has no + to question the i on 
an abstract wie of law, sieet ‘ore it neither in rg i aT 
nor in its judicial capacity. alleged ts of Fox’s Li 
Bill, the Canada Sean, and the Weeey Lace sie mates 
to one or other of these capacities, and are thus wholly insuffi- 
cient to give authority to the so-called “rules in Macnaughten’s 
case.” e are not sanguine that any settlement of the old feud 
between lawyers and doctors as to the definition of punishable 
insanity could be final. Buta second and improved edition of 
the rules in Macnaughten’s case would certainly be at once 
repudiated on all hands. The controversy is, in its present 
form, too academic to be disposed of by legislative catechism. 
What we need is the decision of a competent court, 
informed by forensic argument. Nor is there any di in 
this being attained. We recollect at least six recent cases in 
which the question whether the Macnavenrzn rules were valid 
could have been raised. No judge would decline to reserve a 
point of such vital public im and a definite decision 
upon it could then be had from the Court for Crown Oases 
Reserved. Such a decision might not satisfy everybody, but 
it would get us out of historical discussions as to which of 
several conflicting criteria of responsibility in mental disease 
is the true one. 





WE nave often protested against alterations in the law being 
made by rule instead of by Parliament. The reason is obvious. 
Where a change in the law is to be made by Parlia- 
ment, the matter is one of public notoriety, and those persons who 
think that they will be injured by the change have the op 
tanity of pointing out the of it; on the other hand, w 
the change is intended to be made by a rule of such a nature 
as to take effect immediately on publication no opporieny is 
afforded for discussion. A very ing example of both these 

oints is afforded by the Finance Bill and the rules under the 

inance Act. Most of our readers will remember that we 
strongly objected to some of the non-political clauses of the 
Finance Bill, our objections were considered valid by Govern- 
ment, and every important suggestion that we made was adopted 
by them. On the other hand, the statements and accounts to be 
made under the Act are to be in “‘such form and to contain 
such particulars as may be prescribed ” (section 8 (14)). The 

rescribed form of declaration by executors as to estate duty 

irects them, as a correspondent recently pointed out, to 
state [Form A—1 (22)] whether “the deceased was pos- 
sessed of or entitled to as trustee and not bene- 
ficially,”” and to state “the short particulars of such pro- 
perty and of the disposition, and the names and addresses of 
the surviving trustees, if any, and of the beneficiaries.” We do 
not intend to discuss the very serious question whether it was 
lawful to prescribe such a form of declaration ; we will content 
ourselves with pointing out that it imposes a very serious burden, 
both as to paced Cpa expense, on the executors. In most trusts, 
only one trustee keeps the trust accounts ; in some cases they are 
kept by the solicitor to the trust. It often happens that on the 





death of a trustee no trace can be found in his papers that he 
45 
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was a trustee ; he was satisfied with knowing where the docu- 
ments and accounts connected with the trust were deposited 
without having any memorandum to that effect. It follows that 
in many cases his executors will have no knowledge that he 
was a trustee. Now, consider the case where the executors 
know that their testator was a trustee. If the trust deed and 
accounts are in his possession at his death, they will be able to 
fill up the declaration in the prescribed form without expense. 
But if this is not the case, they will be forced to incur trouble 
and expense in corresponding with the beneficiaries or sur- 
viving trustees, or their solicitor, in order to obtain the informa- 
tion required, while moreover there appears to be no power 
in them to force the beneficiaries or the surviving trustees to 
ive the information. The question may even arise, is it lawful 
or the surviving trustees to give any information concerning 
the trusts to the executors of the deceased trustee—.¢., to 
persons who have no interest in the trust? Many cases may be 
conceived where, though the beneficiaries might have no objec- 
tion to the information being given to a public department, 
they would be most unwilling that it should be given to the 
executors. Lastly, we may point out that there is no provision 
in the Act throwing the costs of obtaining the necessary 
information on the trust estate, so that where the deceased was 
a trustee additional costs will be incurred by his executor 
which cannot be deducted from his estate in the valuation for 
estate duty. 


Ir mAs BEEN decided in Zuffam v. North Staffordshire Railway 
Co. (ante, p. 682) that the repeal by the Statute Law Revision 
Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 19), of part of section 103 of the 
Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 20), 
has not had the effect of validating bye-laws which were 
previously invalid, and that it is still necessary for the validity 
of a bye-law imposing a penalty that fraudulent intent should 
be stated to be a constituent element in the offence. Section 
103 of the Act of 1845 imposes penalties in various cases 
where a passenger travels on a railway ‘‘ with intent to avoid 
payment” of the fare. Section 108 empowers the company to 
make bye-laws for regulating the travelling on the railway, 
subject, however, ‘‘to the provisions and restrictions in this 
and the special Act contained.” Hence in Dyson v. London and 
North-Western Railway Co. (7 Q. B. D. 32) it was held that a 
bye-law which imposed absolutely a penalty of forty shillings 
on a passenger riding in a class superior to that for which his 
ticket was issued, without referring to fraudulent intent, was 
invalid as being in direct contravention of section 103. But 
the material part of section 103 has been re-enacted by section 
5 (3) of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1889 (52 & 53 
Vict. c. 57), and in consequence it has been repealed by 
the Statute Law Revision Act, 1892. It would be a curious 
result if the effect of transferring these provisions from 
the Act of 1845 to the Act of 1889 was to validate a bye- 
law which was bad by reason of its repugnance to the 
Act of 1845, and the Divisional Court (Marnew and Ken- 
wEeDY, JJ.) have held in Huffam v. North Staffordshire Rail- 
way Co. that no such effect has been produced. The bye- 
law there in question was as follows :—‘“ Any passenger using, 
or attempting to use, a ticket on any day for which the ticket is 
not available, or which has already been used on a previous 
journey, is hereby subjected to a penalty not exceeding forty 
shillings.” Since the offence is not made dependent on fraudu- 
lent intent, this bye-law is repugnant to section 103 of the Act 
of 1845, and therefore by virtue of the special restriction con- 





jointly, severally, or in the alternative.” In Booth v. Briscoe (2 
Q. B. D. 496) it was held that this permitted the joinder of 
several plaintifis who had separate though similar causes of 
action, and in Gort v. Rowney (17 Q B. D. 625) Lord Esuzr, 
M.R., treated the former case as deciding that different plain- 
tiffs seeking wholly different relief might be joined; in other 
words, there is no limit on the power of joinder under the rule, 
though under other rules the court may interfere and restrict 
the scope of the action if the defendant finds himself embar- 
rassed; and Lord Esurr intimated his agreement with that 
decision. Lord Bowen, on the other hand, thought that Booth 
v. Briscoe did not go so far as this, and that if the framers of 
the rules had intended to introduce so startling an altera- 
tion as the unlimited joinder of plaintiffs they wonld have 
introduced more accurate words. Lord EsixEr, moreover, 
when the present case was before the Court of Appeal, 
appears to have considered that his previous opinion went too 
far, for, while still thinking that plaintiffs might join in respect 
of separate causes of action, he required that these should arise 
out of the same transaction. In Smurthwaite v. Hannay ship- 
ments of cotton were made by different shippers in the same 
ship for carriage from a foreign port to Liverpool. On arrival 
at Liverpool some of the bales were missing, and it being 
impossible to assign them to the respective shipments, the 
various shippers joined in an action for short delivery. Lord 
Esuer held that the causes of action, though separate, arose 
out of the same transaction, and that the plaintiffs were rightly 
joined, and Kay, L.J., agreed with him. Lord Bowen, as in the 
earlier case, took the stricter view, and required that persons 
joined as plaintiffs must seek the same relief. In the House of 
Lords his view has prevailed. Lord Esuer’s restriction of the 
power of joinder to plaintiffs having causes of action arising out 


of the same transaction is not to be found in ord. 16, r. 1; while - 


to read the rule as permitting the unlimited joinder of plain- 
tiffs is to overlook the fact that on the words of the rule they 
must claim identical relief—all persons may be joined “in whom 
the right to any relief claimed is alleged to exist ’’—and also to 
confuse order 16, permitting joinder of plaintiffs, with order 18 
which permits joinder of causes of action. 





THE NEW ESTATE DUTY. 

(V.—THE FINANCE ACT, 
Exemption From Duties oy Prorerty SETTLED BEFORE THE 
Znp or Avaust, 1894 (continued).—(3) Where an expectant interest 
has been sold or mortgaged.—W here an interest in expectancy in 
avy property has, before the 2nd of August, 1894, been bond 


1894 (continued). 


fide sold or mortgaged for full consideration in money or money’s 
é g a 


worth, then no other duty shall be payable by the purchaser 
or mortgagee when the interest falls into possession than would 
have been payable if the Act had not been passed: and in the 
case of a mortage, any higher duty payable by the mort- 
gagee shall rank as a charge subsequent to the mortgage 
(section 21 (3) ). 

If property is settled on A. for life, with remainder to B. 
absolutely, then on A.’s death estate duty is payable, and a 
rateable portion (or, if there is no aggregation, the whole) is 
charged on the settled property (section 9 (1) ), and every person 
in whom the same is vested by alienation is accountable for the 
duty (section 8 (4) ). So that the section under consideration 
provides that in such case a purchaser or mortgagee from B. is 
not to pay estate duty, but he may be liable to legacy or succes- 





tained in section 108, and of the decision in Dyson v. London and 
North-Western Railway Co., it was, till 1892, invalid. 


merely technical, and the bye-law is still invalid as being 
— to the general principles enunciated in the Act of 


Is tee case of Smurthwaite vy. Hannay the House of Lords 
have placed an important limitation on the joining of different 
as plaintiffs under R. 8. C., ord. 16, r.1. The rule 
provides that “all persons may be joined as plaintiffs in whom 
the right to any relief claimed is alleged to exist, whether 


But | 
although section 103 has been in part repealed, the repeal is | 





sion duty, to additional succession duty, to account duty, and to 
Goschen’s estate duty. 

If, however, the settlement contains trusts for A. and B, 
| successively for life, with remainder to ©., and A. dies before 
B., estate duty becomes payable on A.’s death; if this duty is 
paid before B.’s death it is not ‘‘ payable” by C., and therefore 
is not payable by a purchaser or mortgagee from him, and it 
appears to be probable that he cannot recover the duty from the 
Crown. It may be argued that “payable” in section 21 (8) is 


that the purchaser or mortgagee is to take the property clear of 
estate and settlement estate duty. This argument can hardly 
be correct, having regard to the words “ payable by the pur- 








used in a popular meaning, and that the intention of the Act is © 
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words in italics point to duties that become payable at a par- 
ticular time, not to those paid before that time. If our view is 
correct, it will be incumbent on the advisers of all companies 
that lend money on the mortgage of reversionary interests to 
inquire whether more than one life interest exists prior to the 
reversionary interest included in the mortgage, and if such there 
be, to have the property comprised in the security revalued, 
having regard to the possibility of its being reduced in value 
owing to estate duty becoming payable. In some few cases, 
where a tenant in tail in possession is a lunatic, advances may 
have been made on the interest of the next tenant in tail in 
remainder; in this case no vigilance is required, and on the 
death of the tenant in tail in possession estate duty becomes 
payable, and the alienee of the reversioner is freed from it by 
section 21 (3). 

(4) Settlement estate duty.—This duty is not to be payable in 
respect of property settled by a disposition which has taken 
effect before the 2nd of August, 1894 (section 21 (4)). ‘* Which 
has taken effect” —7.¢., in the case of a will, where the testator 
dies before the 2nd of August, 1894; in the case of a settlement, 
where it is executed before that day. Some doubts may arise 
where the settlement is executed by some of the parties only 
before that day ; in that case it will probably be held that, if the 
person from whom the property passes executes before that day, 
the settlement has “ taken effect’ before that day. 


Tue orp Dearnu Duties As AFFECTED BY THE Finance Act, 
1894.—(1) Probate duty—Probate duty cannot become payable 
on the death of any person dying after the Ist of August, 1894 
‘section 1). It may, however, still be payable on the death of a 
person who died before the 2nd of August, 1894. 

(2) Legacy and succession duties at £1 per cent.—There appears 
to be no case in which legacy or succession duties at £1 per cent. 
can be payable on the death of a person who dies after August 
1, 1894. For property passing on a man’s death must be liable 
to estate duty, unless the property is settled and estate duty has 
already been paid in respect of it, and therefore legacy or 
succession duties at the rate of £1 per cent. are not payable 
(section 1); and if the property be settled and estate duty has 
already been paid on it since the settlement was made, the 
legacy and succession duties at one per cent. are not payable 
by virtue of section 5 (2). 

(3) Legacy duty at a rate higher than £1 per cent.—This duty 
will be payable on the death of a person dying after August 1, 
1894, in all cases in which it would have been payable if the 
Finance Act, 1894, had not been passed. 

(4) Succession duty at a rate higher than £1 per cent.—This duty 
will be payable on the death of a person dying after August 1, 
1894, in all cases in which it would have been payable if the 
Finance Act, 1894, had not been passed. 

(5) Account duty—Account duty is not payable in respect of 
any property on which estate duty is payable (section 1), and as 
all property which was formerly liable to account duty is made 
liable to estate duty under section 2 (1) (c), it appears at first 
sight as if account duty could never be payable in respect of 


chaser or mortgagee when the interest falls into possession,” as the 


in respect of 


first life interest, estate duty is payable, and therefore account 
duty is not — at his death. 

The real difficulty occurs where the settlement is in its incep- 
tion not voluntary, but contains trusts in favour of volunteers 
which take effect. A good example of this is afforded by the 
usual trusts of a woman’s fortune contained in her marriage 
settlement. Generally speaking, she takes the first life interest 
in her own fortune, and, subject thereto, and to trusts for-the 
benefit of her husband and the issue of the marriage, trusts are 
declared, in the event of her death in her husband’s lifetime, for 
her testamentary appointees, and, in default of appointment, 
for her statutory next of kin. Her testamentary appointees 
and her statutory next of kin are not within the marriage con- 
sideration, and therefore, if the trusts in their favour take 
effect, account duty was formerly payable. On the death of the 
woman estate duty becomes payable, and therefore account duty 
is not payable; but the question arises whether, on the subse- 
quent death of the husband and the failure of children attain- 
ing vested interests, account duty is able. This is a 
question of considerable nicety, for it will remembered that 
no estate duty will be payable on the death of the husband. 
Probably the answer depends upon the reasoning in Crossman v. 
The Queen (18 Q. B. D., p. 262): “The object of the statute under 
which the stamp duty in question isimposed is . . . simply to 
prevent a voluntary conveyance, however bond fide, where an in- 
terest in the property for the life of the settlor is reserved, from 
operating so as to deprive the Crown of those duties which, but 


for the conveyance, would undoubtedly have been payable on 
the death of the settlor.” If this reasoning — to the 
uestion under consideration account duty will not ayable. 


t may also be added that the account is directed to be delivered 
‘‘in any case within six calendar months after the death ” of the 
settlor (44 Vict. c. 12, s. 39), which tends to shew that even in 
the case now under discussion, where the duty does not become 
payable immediately on the death of the settlor, it must be 
considered as contingently accruing on her death, and, if this be 
the true construction of the Act, the payment of the estate daty 
on her death will prevent the account duty from ever being 
payable. 

Suppose that A., the voluntary settlor, gives the first life 
interest to B., and himself takes the second life interest, with 
remainders over. In this case estate duty is payable on the 
death of A. if he dies before B. (section 2 (1) (¢)), or on the 
death of B. if he dies before A. (section 2 (1) (4) ), so that no 
account duty is payable on the death of whichever of A. and 
B. dies first. The question remains whether, if A. dies before 
B., account duty is payable on B.’s death. If the reasoning in 
the case lastly considered is correct, no account duty will be 
payable, but the question is one of considerable doubt. 

(6) Goschen’s estate duty, the additional succession duties —The 
question whether these duties are payable in respect of any pro- 
perty on the death of a m who dies after the Ist of — 
1894, depends upon whether estate duty is payable on that death 
at property ; if it is payable, neither of these 
duties can be payable (section 1); but if estate duty is not 


: i i in which the 
roperty passing on the death of a person after the Ist of | Payable, these duties are payable in all the cases in w y 
ey 1894. The case of voluntary settlements, however, | W9uid have been payable Pt e Finance Act, 1894, had not been 
presents some difficulties, and we shall discuss it. It will be passed. 


remembered that account duty was only payable in respect of 
personal property, including real estate held on trust for sale, 
and the following remarks will apply only to settlements of 
property of this nature. 

Let A. make a voluntary settlement under which he takes no 
interest, but reserves to himself an overriding power of appoint- 
ment, and under which B. takes the first life interest. ut A. 
dies before B. estate duty is payable on his death, and there- 
fore account duty is not payable. If B. dies before A. estate 
duty is payable, and the question arises whether account duty 
is payable on the subsequent death of A. It may be argued 
that, as estate duty has once been paid in respect of the pro- 
perty comprised in the settlement, no further duty has to be 
_ on A.’s death. But this view is erroneous, for A. was at 

is death = to dispose of the ay ah therefore estate 


duty is payable at his doath (section 5 (2)), and therefore 


Tue Payment or Estate Dury.—(1) Payment by executor.— 


Estate duty is a stamp duty (section 6 (1) ). The executor (a 
term which in the Act and throughout these 

administrator) is to pay the “estate duty in respect 
personal property (wheresoever situate) of which the deceased was 
competent to dispose at his death” (section 6 (2)). It will be 
observed that personal property of which the 

competent to dispose of at his , 
property passing at his death, and that it includes some personal 
property not passing to the executor. For the present purpose 
it is important to remember that it includes personal property 
over which he had a general power of appointment at the time 
of his death ; so that it will be necessary I 
make inquiries whether the deceased could exercise any en 
of this nature. The executor may (but is not bound to 

the duty in respec 


articles includes 
of all 
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or, in the case of property not under his control, if the persons 
accountable for the duty in respect thereof request him to make 
such payment ”’ (section 6 (2) ). 

Land devised to the persons who are appointed executors is, 
“‘ by virtue of the testamentary disposition,”’ under their control, 
and therefore, if they think fit, they may pay the duty on it. 

Property of which the deceased was tenant for life, or which 
passes on his death by virtue of section 2 (1) (c), is not under 
the control of the executors, and therefore they may only pay 
the duty on it if they are requested to do so by the “ persons 
accountable ” (see section 8 (4) ). 

The sub-section under discussion does not state by whom the 
burden of the duty is ultimately to be borne, it only states that 
in the first instance the executor must pay duty on certain pro- 
perty, and may pay duty on other property. Section 8 (3) 
protects the executor from being liable for duty in excess of the 
assets, and the duty paid by him in respect of property not 
passing to him is to be repaid to him by the trustees or owners 
of the property (section 9 (4) ), and he has power to raise the 
amount of any duty paid by him by sale or mortgage (section 
9 (5)). 

These provisions have a very practical bearing on wills. 
Neglecting the cases where the executor pays duty on property 
not vested in him as executor—for even if he pays such duty in 
the first instance it has to be repaid to him—the duty payable by 
the executor will in effect come out of the residue. In many 
wills where the testator leaves no widow, and his children are 
adults, the scheme of the will is to provide for all the children 
except the eldest son by legacies, and to make the eldest son the 
residuary legatee. Where the property “ passing at the death” 
of the testator does not exceed £10,000, the duty will be the 
same as the probate duty before the Act, but where the property 
passing at the death equals or exceeds £10,000, the duty will be 
at a higher rate than the old probate duty, and since it has to be 
borne by the residuary legatee it will be proper to make 
careful calculations as to the amount that he will receive. It 
may even be convenient in some cases to direct that an appor- 
tioned part of duty should be charged on each legacy. In wills 
where realty and personalty are directed to be converted, and the 
proceeds of conversion is to form a common fund for payment of 
debts and legacies, a proportionate part of the estate duty is 
charged on the realty. This charge is a charge paramount to 
the dispositions of the will, so that the only effect of it will be 
to diminish the amount that can be applied in payment of 
legacies. No charge is imposed on the legacies themselves, and 
if it is intended that they shall bear an apportioned part of the 
charge, it will be necessary to say so. 

It should be remembered that according to English law, on 
the death of a person domiciled in the United Kingdom, all his 
personalty situated out of the United Kingdom passes to the 
executor as such (see this discussed Attorney-General y. Dimond 
(1 Or. & Jerv. 356) ), and that, therefore, the duty which the 
executor has to pay is eventually borne by the residuary legatee. 
Special provisions as to foreign property will be found in section 
7 (2), (3), and (4). 

Provisions are made (section 6 (3) ) for the case of an executor 
who does not know the value of property passing at the death. 

(2) Payment by a person who is not the executor.—Estate duty 
not paid by the executor is to be collected on an account to be 
delivered within six months after the death by the person 
accountable (see the definition of “ person accountable”: section 
8 (4) ), with power to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue to 
extend the time (section 6 (4) ). 

(3) Income and interest.—The estate is to include all income 
outstanding at the death (section 6 (5)). Interest at three per 
cent. on estate duty is to be paid from the death to delivery of 
the Inland Revenue affidavit or account, or till six months after 
the death, whichever shall first happen (section 6 (6) ). 

(4) eal extate.—In the case of real estate the duty may be 
paid by eight yearly instalments or sixteen half-yearly instal- 
ments, the first instalment to be paid at the expiration of one 
year from the death, with interest at three per cent. on the 
unpaid duty, with power to anticipate the payments; and in 
case the is sold, the duty is to be payable immediately 
(section 5 (8); compare 16 & 17 Vict. c. 51, 8. 21). 





REVIEWS. 
THE NEW ESTATE DUTY. 


THE Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. co. 30), 80 FAR AS IT RE- 
LATES TO THE NEW EsTATE Duty AND OTHER DEATH DvTIEs 
IN ENGLAND. WITH AN INTRODUCTION AND Notes. By JAMES 
AUSTEN-CARTMELL, Barrister-at-Law. Wildy & Sons. 


We opened this book with some misgivings. It was published im- 
mediately after the Finance Act, 1894, came into operation, and we 
thought it impossible for the author to have had time to master the 
Act. We have, however, been agreeably disappointed. The author 
says that he had special advantages during the passage of the Aet 
through Parliament for becoming acquainted with its provisions, as 
he was engaged by the Snseupemabel ke Society to report to them 
upon its general aspects and to examine and criticize it in detail, and 
as he was also present in the House throughout the whole of the dis- 
cussions in Comamittee and during the report stage. There are, and 
there must necessarily be in any book treating of an intricate subject, 
some few passages with which we do not agree, but instead of 
dwelling on them we prefer to point out some of the merits of the 
work. It contains an excellent summary of the Act, followed by 
a careful discussion of each section, and there is a very good index. 
We are satisfied that this volume will be found very useful by the 
practitioner, and that it may be relied upon to contrast favourably 
with the host of books on the subject that will, we presume, shortly 


appear. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


A Popular Summary of the Law Relating to Parish Councils and 
Meetings, with the full text of the Local Government Act, 1894, a 
Code of Standing Orders, and an Exhaustive Index. By GrorGcEF. 
CHAMBERS, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Principles of Contract: A Treatise on the General Principles con- 
cerning the Validity of Agreements in the Law of England. Sixth 
Edition. By Sir FrepERIcK Po.iock, Bart., Barrister-at-Law, 


Corpus Professor of Jurisprudence in the University of Oxford. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
HICKS v. SUMNER & SUMNER—5th September. 


Pracrice—Inrerm Insunction—Morron “‘ Bx PARTE’’—Lgave TO Serve 
Notice or Morion—InrrincemMent or Tuapge-Mark. 


This was a motion ex parte on behalf of the plaintiff for an injunction 


to restrain the defendants, their servants and agents, from appropriating: 


or infringing the plaintiff's trade-mark, registered under the 
Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883. 

Romer, J., refused to grant an injunction ez parte as it was'a trade-mark 
case, but gave leave to serve notice of motion for Wednesday next.— 
CounsgeL, Marten, Q.C., and Bryan Farrer. Soxxcrrors, Ranger, Burton, § 
Frost. 


atents, 


{Reported by J. E. A.pous, Barrister-at-Law. 


Re THE KENT, SUSSEX, AND GENERAL LAND SOCIETY (LIM.)— 
5th September. 


Company—Winpinc up—Form or OrnpeRr—APpornTMEnT oF LiqQuIpATor. 


This was a petition by the society for a winding-up order. In sup 

of the petition it was stated that the company was formed in 1884. The 
only contest would be as to the form of the order. The society desired a 
supervision order. Upon behalf of thirty-two creditors, the debts of 
whom amounted to £4,600, and seventy-six shareholders to the amount of 
£4,900 (which was nearly one-third of the paid-up capital), it was stated 
that the directors had called meetings of the shareholders and depositors 
in London on the 28th of August last, when resolutions were passed for 
voluntary winding up. Mr. Boulton was appointed liquidator. There 
was no objection to Mr. Boulton personally, but it was contended that he 
was the nominee of the directors, and he was objected to upon that 
ground. He was appointed by a majority of four votes only, there being 
1,438 votes for him and 1,434 for the liquidator oy on behalf of the 
independent shareholders. The majority of four was ed en- 
tirely by the action of the directors their friends. he chair- 
man said that the appointment of the liquidator would be entirely 
in the hands of the shareholders, and that the directors would 
take no part in it. Mr. Boulton was nominated by the solicitor to the 
company, and, as a matter of fact, all the directors voted for him. 
There was, it was said, a case for in dent investigation, and the 
question of a liquidator should be ref to the registrar. The share- 
holders could have defeated the resolution for winding up, but they 
relied on the statement of the chairman. 


Romer, J.—The liquidator was by the solicitor, not by the 
directors, He is not connected Sl ter ambit nor is he an thcial. 
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There will be the usual supervision order; but if I had the test 
suspicion that the present liquidator was not in t, I sho not 
allow him to continue liquidator. I assume that he will act independently. 
—CovunseL, Younger; Stewart Smith; Marten, Q.C., and Keriy; Gatey. 
Soxicrrors, Bower, Cotton, §& Bower ; Warren, Murton, § Miller, for James 
Bannon, New Romney ; Coode, Kingdon, § Cotton; H. J. Bracher; Hallet, 
Creery, § Co. 
[Reported by J. E. Atpous, Barrister-at-Law.] |; 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, ' 


High Court—Queen’s Bench. Division. 
LOVEJOY v. COLE—10th August. 


Costs—Apmitrep Set-orr—Crepir GIvEN TO DEFENDANT on Writ— 
CREDIT NOT ASSENTED TO BY DEFENDANT BEFORE AcTION—REDUCTION OF 
Crarn—County Court—Jvurispiorien— County Courts Act, 1888, s. 57. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from an order made by Grantham, J., at cham- 
bers. The question in the appeal was whether the plaintiff’s costs in the 
action should be taxed on the High Court scale or on the county court 
scale. Master Macdonell had ordered the costs to be taxed on the High 
Court scale, but the judge reversed this order and ordered the master to 
review the taxation and tax the costs on the county court scale only. The 
action was for work done as an architect and surveyor, and indorsed on 
the writ were these particulars : 

** 1890, April 17, to 1891, May 9—To fees for work 
done as an architect and surveyor for the defend- 
ant at his request between these dates, full 

iculars whereof have been delivered . 

‘*Cr.—By payments on account from time to time 

and contra . ‘ ‘ . . ° ° ° 


£148 1 0 
2 0 0 


Amount due £123 1 0.” 


In pursuance of an order of the master, the action was referred to an offi- 
cial referee, who tried the case, and found that the plaintiff was entitled 
to recover from the defendant in respect of his claim the sum of £50, and 
he gave judgment for the plaintiff for £50 and costs. The costs were 
made up by the plaintiff on the High Court scale, but objection was taken 
before the master on behalf of the defendant, that the plaintiff’s costs 
ought to be taxed on the county court scale, on the ground that the 
plaintiff in an action on contract had recovered a sum not exceeding £50, 
and that by ord. 65, r. 12, the plaintiff was only entitled to county court 
costs. The master overruled this objection and taxed the costs on the 
High Court scale, and in his report he set out his reasons for so doing. He 
said that, the plaintiff having recovered £50, it was conceded before him 
that the costs should be taxed on the county court scale if the action 
could have been brought in the county court: Millington v. Harwood (40 
W. R. 481; 1892, 2 Q. B. 166). He said that by the words ‘‘ and contra’’ 
on the writ the plaintiff meant that this £25 was in respect of goods sup- 
plied by the defendant to the plaintiff, and that it was not suggested at 
the trial before the referee that the defendant ever agreed to or admitted 
this set-off, but that it was contended before him that it must be deemed 
to be an admitted set-off, and he considered himself bound by the cases 
of Hubbard v. Goodley (38 W. R. 639, 25 Q. B. D. 156) and Goldhill v. 
Clarke (68 L. T. N. 8. 414) to tax the costs on the High Court scale, and 
he so taxed them. The learned judge reversed this order, atid the plain- 
tiff appealed, the sole question now being whether under the circum- 
stances the action could have been brought in the county court, by 
reason of the credit of £25 given by the plaintiff on the writ being 
an admitted set-off within the meaning of section 57 of the County Courts 
Act, 1888, which provided that ‘‘ where in any action the debt or 
demand claimed consists of a balance not ex g £50, after an admitted 
set-off of any debt or demand claimed or recoverable by the defendant 
from the plaintiff, the court shall have jurisdiction to try such action.’’ 
For the plaintiff it was contended that the credit of £25 given on the writ 
was not an admitted set-off within the meaning of the section; that the 
amount recovered by the plaintiff was really £75, apart from the credit of 
£25, which could not be taken into account for the ee of reducing the 
claim, as it was not admitted by the defendant before action brought; 
that the set-off to be an admitted set-off must be a set-off admit by 
both parties before action brought (Hubbard v. Goodley, 38 W. R. 639, 

Q. B. D. 156; Goldhili v. Clarke, 68 L. T. N.S. 414; Hodgson v. Bell, 38 
W.R 325, 24Q. B. D. 525), and that as the amount recovered was in 
effect £75, the action could not have been brought in the county court 
but must have been brought in the High Court, and therefore the —_ 
was entitled to costs on the High Court scale. For the defendant it was 
contended that the credit of £2 
the meaning of the section, inasmuch as it was admitted by the tiff, 
and that was enough ; that it was not that the set-off should be 
admitted by both parties before action, but it was sufficient if it was 
admitted by the plaintiff, which he did in this case by giving credit on his 
writ for the £25; and that therefore the case came within the 
authority of Percival v. Pedley (85 W. R. 566,18 Q. B, D. 635), a case which 
was decided on section 7 of the County Courts Act, 1867, which contained 
the same words as the 57th section of the Act of 1888; and that in that 
case it was held that a credit given by the plaintiff under the same circum- 
stences as in the present case was ay admitted set-off, although not assented 
to by the defendant before action; and that therefore as the amount 
recovered here was only £50 the plaintiff was entitled only to county court 


costa, ij 


5 on the writ was an admitted set-off within | goods 





" ‘The judgment of Tax Covar (Hawxnre and. Lawaancs, JJ.) dismissing 


the appeal with costs was delivered 

Hawks, J.—[His lordship, having stated the facta, :—] The 
questions which arise here are the £50 was the sum recovered, 
and whether the action could have been brought in a county court. If 
the action could have been brought in the county court, the contention 
for the plaintiff fails, and there would be no reason why more than county 
court costs should be allowed. It was said for the that in giving 
this credit for the £25 the plaintiff was doing which he had no 
tehinte do, and. anteatraiene the writ ‘‘ and contrd’’ ought to be con- 


strued as a set-off for goods sold and 
off within the section, and could not, therefore, be given credit 


D 
i 
: 
es 
= 
i 
Fe 


uestion arises what is an agreed or admitted . set-off. It was argued for 
plaintiff that unless a set-off was agreed to by the defendant it was 


¥ 


not an agreed set-off, and credit could not be for it. It would 
revolting to common sense if a man could not give credit to 

without the assent of the defendant. With regard to the old cases on 
subject, these have not been-sufficiently-understood. One of the oldest 
was the case of Woodhams v. Newman (7 CO. B. 654). On the facts of that 
case it was hold that the plaintiff had a right to being his acti in the 
superior court for the total amount of his claim without any deduction by 
reason of a set-off claimed by the defendant, because he could not com 
the defendant to accept that set-off or to plead it in that action unless 
wished todo so. That was a case of a set-off claimed by the defendant, 


g 


therefore, does not settle mY page question, and the same may be said 
of the other old cases. Is a matter which can be given credit for? I 


think it is; { think an admitted set-off means a set 
person against whose interest it is to admit it. If 

the defendant, ‘‘ You need not plead set-off, I give you credit for a certain 
sum which I owe you,” unless 
to strike out or alter this 
ssasnfed to 16, sad. It ba.qeen tn Sees be manne teats, © bene, orented te 
this credit on the writ. be I 
think evidence of assent is not necessary. yaa ay A eames 

was 
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assents to the credit, though assent is not necessary. I wi 
Mathew, J., in Percival v. Pedley that the oan % 
necessary in such a case.—Counsg, Ritter ; H. Reed, Q.C.,and B. Clayton, 
Soxicrrors, Zaunton §¢ Dade; H. ¢ G. Keith, for Camp ¢ 


[ Reported by Sir Susrstow Baxer, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Sessions Case. 


REG. (ON THE PROSECUTION OF GOLDMAN) ». KOENIG—County of 
London Sessions, Clerkenwell, 9th August. 


Restitution or Goons—Convicrion FoR ontatmninec Goons sy Fase 

crs— Sax perors ConvICTION WITHOUT NoTICE oF Fraup—Larcany 
Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vicr. c. 96), 8. 100—Sate or Goons Acr, 1893 (56 & 
57 Vicr. c. 71), s. 24 (2). 


By the Larceny Act, 1861, s. —s it is napeg “if any person 
as 


"ace eee obtaining, extorting pot 
ct oi We » x * y 
converting or disposing of or in knowingly receiving any chattel, money 
= or other property whatsoever be indicted . . . by 
owner of the property . . . and convicted thereof . . . 

property shall be restored to the owner . . . and the court shall have 
power toaward . . . writs of restitution for the said or to 
order restitution thereof in a summary manner.”” By the 
Act, 1893, s. 24, sub-section 2, it is provided that, “‘ notwithstanding any 
enactment to the contrary, where have been 


ts 


| 
: 


his personal represen’ 

offender.”’ The Whe of Goats Aut Cenea ee ee ee 

the Larceny Act, 1861. K 

from G. a Oe 

on the 30th of May, 1894, for £35 who 

notice of the fraud (but not = market overt) 
for 


i 
g 
E 


the 23rd of July, 1804, 





Go ees cited, Condy Tindag tt Ape. Cos, a8 
Counsel i ¥. 

and Pilmont ¥. Bentley (12 App. Oas. 471) and argued ‘in tile ot 
Goods Act, 1893, s. 24, sub-section (2), had not deprived the court of its 
urisdiction under the hat, 1nd, £0 onder sustibation of the goods 
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in question, but operated 7 to prevent the goods from re-vesting in 
the owner by reason only of the conviction, and that Vilmont v. Bentley 
was not overruled by the Act of 1893. Counsel for M. contended that 
Vilmont v. Bentley was overruled by the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, and 
that Moyce v. Newington (4 Q. B. D. 32) was still binding, and that, there 
being a de facto contract vesting the property in the goods in K. before 
sale to M., the court had no jurisdiction to order restitution to G., and 
further, that if it had, it would not exercise it to the prejudice of an inno- 
cent purchaser for value without notice. 

The Chairman, Mr. Lovetanp Lovetann, held that the court had no 
jurisdiction, and that the effect of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, was to 
overrule Vilmont v. Bentley and to restore the law to its previous state as 
laid down in Moyce v. Newington. He also held that if the court had 
jurisdiction it would not exercise it against an innocent purchaser for 
value without notice. Application dismissed.—CounsgL, Grain ; Carring- 
ton. Soutcrrons, 8. Myers ; Gerrish § Foster. 








LAW SOCIETIES, 


MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the association was held 
on Tuesday, the 3lst day of July, 1894, at their rooms, Kennedy-street, 
Manchester, when an account of the receipts and disbursements (pre- 
viously audited by two of the members) was submitted and passed, and 
the officers and committee were elected for the ensuing year as follows :— 
President, Mr. G. P. Allen ; vice-presidents, Mr. W. L. Hockin, Mr. J. B. 
Parkinson ; honorary treasurer, Mr. G. P. Allen; honorary secretary, 
Mr. John Bury ; chairman of committee, Mr. T. J. Gill; deputy chair- 
man, Mr. L. Tatham. 





The following are extracts from the report of the committee as to the 
proceedings of the association for the last year :— 

Members.—'The association now consists of 257 members, 
members having been elected during the year. 

Manchester District Registry, High Court.—In February last Mr. Bridge- 
man-Simpson having been appointed to the Lichfield Probate Registry, 
Mr. Oswald Hardy was appointed registrar of the Probate Division and 
joint-registrar of the High Court in Manchester with a direction to share 
equally the work of that registry with Mr. Guest. The registrar of the 
Liv: | District has communicated to his colleague Mr. Guest at 
Manchester the result of a correspondence he had had with the President 
of the Admiralty Division, which had resulted in an official communication 
to the effect that originating summonses may be properly issued out of the 
Admiralty District Registries of the High Court the necessary alteration 
in the form (Appendix K, No. 1a) being made under the provisions of ord. 
54, r. 4b. 

Legal procedure.—As the result of the suggestions made to the Lord 
Chancellor by this association and the Liverpool Law Society in con- 
me ean with the Chambers of Commerce of both cities, referred to in 

year’s report, an Order in Council has been made taking effect from 
the Ist of October last which practically fixes the dates for all future 
assizes within the United Kingdom. This is one of the improvements in 
assize arrangements which your committee have always deemed most 
necessary, but in their opinion it requires to be supplemented by effect 
being given to the other recommendations which they and the Liverpool 
Law Society laid before the Lord Chancellor last year, being particularly 
those which would secure continuous sittings for Lancashire and permit 
pleadings to-be delivered in the Vacation. The subject accordingly 
was again taken up by the committee, and a correspondence ensued with 
the Lord Chancellor prior to the recent issue in draft of the New Rules of 
July, 1894. The draft of these rules is now under consideration, and 
efforts are being made to give effect to some of the committee’s recom- 
mendations which are as yet unprovided for. 

County courts.—A memorial was sealed and presented on behalf of the 
association to the Lord Chancellor asking for Admiralty jurisdiction to be 
extended to the Manchester and Salford County Courts, and your 
committee have pleasure in reporting that the necessary Order in Council 
has been made. At the suggestion of His Honour Judge Parry a depu- 
tation from the committee waited upon him, and the arrangements for the 
conduct of the business of the Manchester County Court were considered 
and discussed, and effect was given to various suggestions made by the 
deputation, especially with reference to the fixing of special days or hours 
for cases in which solicitors or counsel are engaged. The judge has 
—e his desire that all solicitors appearing before him shall wear 
robes. 

Publication of contents of wills.—The committee have had under con- 
sideration the objections which exist to the wnofficial publication of the 
contents of wills, the details given being often inaccurate and misleading, 
and consequently objectionable to the relations and friends of the 
deceased. The committee had communicated with the Incorporated Law 

and some provincial societies on the subject, but found that 
nothing short of an Act of Parliament could adequately deal with the 
matter, and it was not considered of sufficient importance to the profession 
to warrant farther action in reference to it. 

Finance Bill, 1894.—Clause 13 of this Bill as originally drawn extended 
the power of the registries to prepare, for a nominal fee and without the 
intervention of a solicitor, grants where the net estate did not exceed 
£1,000. The committee acc ly took steps to support the Incor- 
porated Law Socicty of Ireland in their endeavours to get the clause 
amended, and the extension has, in the result, been confined to cases 
where the gross estate does not exceed £500. 


19 new 





LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. Freperick Wituram Muse, solicitor, Liverpool, has been 
appointed a Commissioner of Deeds and Acknowledgments for the State of 
New York, U.S.A., and a Commissioner to administer Oaths in suits 
pending in that State. Mr. Miller was admitted in August, 1888. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
ADMISSION. 

Messrs. Wilkins, Blyth, Dutton, & Hartley, solicitors, 112, Gresham 
House, Old Broad-street, have admitted Mr. C. F. T. Biyru, son of their 
senior partner, as a member of the firm as from the Ist of September. 
The practice of the firm will in future be carried on under the style of 
Blyth, Dutton, Hartley, & Blyth. 





GENERAL. 


Mr. Justice Day has completely regained his health, but will not return 
to town until October. 


Sir Edward Clarke left town on the 3lst ult. for Italy, where he will 
stay during the whole of the present month. 


The steamship J¢/am, says the Times, which was detained at Glasgow by 
order of the British, Foreign Office, left the Clyde on the 5th inst., the 
Japanese Ambassador having given the necessary security that she will 
not be used as an armed cruiser in the war between China and Japan. 


The Mayor of Leicester on the 31st ult. forwarded the writs for the re- 
turn of two members to Parliament to the Clerk of the Crown. The 
writs were endorsed—that for an election in the room of Mr. Picton with 
the name of Mr. Broadhurst as the elected member, and that for the 
vacancy caused by the retirement of Sir James Whitehead with the name 
of Mr. Walter Hazell as his successor. ‘The Mayor stated that he had 
acted after taking the best advice available, and the validity of the elec- 
tion would have to be settled by Parliament. 


The Royal Commission appointed last year to inquire into the mode of 
identification of habitual criminals having reported favourably on the 
Bertillon system, the Commissioners of Prisons have decided to adopt the 
anthropometrical system of measurement of criminals. The system will 
be wooed in connection with the present system of identification. From 
various prisons officers have been already ordered to attend at her 
Majesty’s Prison, Pentonville, to receive instructions from Dr. Garson. 


The Kilner Tageblatt of the 29th of August contains the following :— 
‘¢ When the Lord Mayor of London recently visited the Antwerp Exhibi- 
tion, the Burgomaster of Antwerp gave him a banquet in the Town Hall. 
In the menu, which appeared in the yy haunch of venison was 
mentioned as one of the dishes. As the hunting season in Belgium has 
not yet commenced, the sale of game is punishable by law. The Public 
Prosecutor therefore hastened to sue the caterer who arranged the banquet. 
When the case came on for hearing the caterer said, in defence, that 
‘ wild pig’ and not ‘ venison’ had been supplied. The Public Prosecutor 
then replied that this being the case he was liable to punishment for 
deceiving his customer and not supplying the article paid for, and the 
unfortunate caterer was fined 50f.”’ 


Mr. J. M. Lely, in the course of a letter to the Times of the 1st inst., 
with reference to unclaimed balances, says:—My object in writing is to 
direct attention to the bankers’ balances undrawn upon for six years, 
which, by the effect of the Statute of Limitations, become the absolute 
property of the bankers, and to the unclaimed dividends and shares which 
hundreds of public companies retain for an unlimited time under the 
supposition that they are trustees for the real owners. Not very long ago 
shares and dividends 185 years unclaimed were handed over by an insur- 
ance company to a fortunate claimant, and it is within my own know- 
ledge that two large companies in which 1 am a small shareholder hold 
considerable amounts similarly unclaimed. The whole subject requires 
careful examination, and each kind of unclaimed property requires prob- 
ably a different treatment. It would seem, however, reasonable in almost 
every case to impose a heavy Government duty on the handing over of 
property long unclaimed, and perhaps where, after advertisement, no 
claim is made and eustained, unclaimed shares might in some cases be 
divided between the Government and the shareholders. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTH. 
Tuomrsox.—Sept. 4, at 16, Dennington-park, West Hampstead, the wife of Charles 
Thompson, solicitor, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGE, 
ALLex—Bvurorss.—Aug. 80, at Geneva, Henry J. Allen, barrister, of Lincoln’s-inn, to 
Ethel Foster, daughter of Captain Boughey Burgess, late Indian Army. 





Warxina To intexpina House Purcnasens & Lesexus.— Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the Sani arrangements gam examined by an expert from The 
6 


Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 66, nex Meteorological Office, Victoria-tt., 
Westmluster (Estab, 1975), who alo undertake the Ventilation of Utfioes, &c,--[ Anvr.] 
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WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 31. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrrep 1x CHANCERY. 

Farrr orp Co-operative Socrery, Liaarrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 3, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
White, 39, Kingsdown parade, Bristol " 

Fue. Co, Lunrep—Crediters are required, on or before Oct 20, to send their names and 
addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert John Sissons, 9, Austin- 
friars 

Gioucester Tagatre Royat Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 15, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, John 
Edward Hullett, Westgate chmbrs, Gloucester Langley-Smith, solor for the liquidator 

Joun Buckiey Miygrat Warer ano Borritne Co, Luntrep—Creditors are required, on 
or before Oct 13, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to J oseph Edwin Hornby, Ashton under Lyne Broadsmith & Stead, Manches- 
ter, solors for liquidator a 

Kent, Sussex, anp Gexerat Lanp Socrety, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
Aug 17, directed to be heard on Sept 5 Warren & Co, Bloomsbury sq, agents for 
James Bannon, New Romney, solors for petners Notice of appearing must reach the 
abovenamed not later than 6 o clock in the afternoon of Sept 4 

Loxpos AND Home Counties Freenotp Lanp Corporation, Limrrep—Petn for windin 
up, presented Aug 27, directed to be heard on Oct 24 Foss & Abchure 
Jane, solors for petners Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 

60’clock in the afternoon of Oct 23 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

Buck Lxn Tonting Beyerit Socrery, Buck Inn, Wrexham, Denbigh Aug 25 

Mount Pieasant Termivatinc £30 Moyey Crus Society, Two Ships Inn, Queen st, 
Rochdale, Lanes Aug 25 

Sourn Bank anp GranoeTown Workmen’s Loan anp Savine Society, Cleveland st, 
South Bank, Yorks Aug 25 

London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, Sept. 4. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lucrep mm CHANCERY. 

Bramiey Co-operative Boor axp SHoz Manvracturtne Society, Linrrep—Creditors 
are required, on or before Oct 13, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Tom Coombs, 26, Bond st, Leeds Lupton & Fawcett, Leeds, 
solors for the liquidators 

* Bayy Guas’”’ Sreamsuip Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Themas 
George Jones, care of the ‘* Bryn Glas’’ Steamship Co, Limited, Exchange bldgs, Bute 
Docks, Cardiff Ingledew & Sons, Cardiff, solors for liquidator 

DuktxrieLp Haut Spixeine Co, Limrren—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 29, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred 
Storrs, Stalybridge Innes, Manchester, solor for liquidator 

W. A. Fatconar & Co, Limrren—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 18, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Gillespie, 
54, Westgate rd, Newcastle upon Tyne Ingledew & Co, solors for liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
East Rupa Ottve Lear Sociery, East Rudham, Norfolk Aug 25 
SusrenpDEp ror Turee Monrtuas. 
Ivy Lopar, W. anv G. Frrenpiy Society, Black Boy Hotel, Prestbury, Chester Aug 28 
Newsorr.ie Couuiery Kevier Funp Frienvoty Society, Bunker’s Hill, Fence Houses, 
Durham Aug 29 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Fuipay, Aug. 31. 

Auway, Exizasetn, Bournemouth Oct1 Routh & Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Bartiert, Jane Anne, Ladbroke grdns, Notting Hill Oct 24 Bartlett, Bush lane 
Beery, Saree Rosert, Stockton on Tees, Innkeeper Oct 10 Watson & Co,Stockton on 
Rexven, ewune Corpy, Reigate, Surrey, Architect Oct 15 Baileys & Co, Berners st 
Buezarv, Watton, Southport, Liverpool, and Burnley, Tea Merchant Oct 6 Dendy & 
Couuans, Jona, Huddersfield, Beamer Sept 29 Hirst, Southport 

Cross, Tuomas Mitts, Bilting, Kent, Gent Oct 13 Witchell & Sons, Stroud 

Danie, James Patrex, South Petherton, Somerset, Gent Oct1 Poole, South Petherton 
Davies, Many Ayy, Ebbw Vale, Mon Oct 13 Shepard, Tredegar 

Fes1ipr, Saran, Lansdowne grove, Neasden Oct 15 Chester & Co, Bedford row 
Forester, Baroness, Audley sq Oct 31 Arnold & Henry White, Gt Marlborough st 
ame ~ ‘Land Kingston on rd, Hammersmith, Salesman Sept 28 Sherwood, Gray's 
Guitarp1, Davixno, Hulme, Manchester Sept 15 Milne, Manchester 

— Sate eam, Bate, coe 5 Grarruam, Eceanon Exizapern, 
Hespex, Tuomas Hoav.ey, Bradford Oct 10 Watson & Co, Bradford 

Henxsert, Tuomas, Usk, Mon, Farmer Novi Bythway & Son, Pontypool 

Kixc, Davin Joun Groner, Birmingham, Gent Oct 10 Coley & Coley, Birmingham 
laswmse, Presson, Lower Wood Farm, nr Alberbury, Salop, Farmer Oct 9 Hughes, 
Monasson Soun* 08d Calabar, Agent Nov 24 Chartres & Youll, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Peewixa, Hannan, Almeida st, Islington Sept 29 White & De Buriatte, Holborn 
Panen, Bosasea, Dursley, Gloss Sept17 Francillon, Dursley 
Paice, Perer, Exning, Newmarket, Trainer of Race Horses Oct15 Button & Aylmer, 


Newmarket 
meas, Emma Juuia, Catford, Kent Oct 1 Howard & Shelton, Tower chmbrs, 


aestatn Meals Routh rd, Wandsworth common, Esq Novi Bird, Gray's inn sq 
Squire, Jony, Forest Gate,Coal Merchant Oct 1 Geaussent, Bishopsgate st Without 
Swanswick, Evizaneta, Whittington, Derby Sept 29 Busby & Co, Chesterfield 
Vaucuan-Ansucke, Mary, Little Heath, Charlton Oct1 Whale, Cannon st 

Wess, Many Anna Geonoian, Stalham, Norfolk Novi Keith & Co, Norwich 
Wurre, Wi111am, Nottingham, Shopkeeper Sept 27 Travell, Nottingham 





Wonrrny, Exizaseru Pareicia, Shooter’s Hill rd Nov15 Andson, Angel court 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Faipay, Aug. 31. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


borough Pet Aug 25 


Ricnarpson, Samvet, Middlesborough, Tailor Middles- | Jacxsox, Samus. CHarves, 
Ord 


| Rosinson, Ricnarp, Crosby Garrett, Westmrid, Farm | Joxgs, Davin Joux 
8 Tebow. ~ Dalton Pent a oe Ane SF P J Le ay a Taomas Davi Aberdare J 
HANNON, THOMAS, " i t | Jow “WI 
iui adios Glam, Builders Sept 7 at3 of 


, nr Coventry, Farmer 
‘ord st, Coventry 
Metal 


Aug 25 Sept 7 at 12 Off Rec, 17, Hi: 
we, 
Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


unction, 
Reo, 65, High street, 


ate, ee Ditchling, Sussex, Auctioneer Brighton Aug 14 Ord Aug 

rd Aug | SaaLuwoop, ArTuur Go! ingswood, Gi thi Merth 

Beare, Wittiam Henry Bicxtey, Brighton, Tailor | Bristol ” Pet Aug 29 ayy aa a... —, See Sept 12at12 Off Reo, 
Brighton Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 iW Umbrella Manufac- Bank ‘auben Corn Bristol 


Beckett, Henry Lynpuvrst, St George’s rd, Gent High | 
Court Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 27 

Castrez, Gzorez, Monmouth, Butcher Newport, Mon | 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Cockxsnott, Wituiam. Far Headingley, Leeds, Berne | 
Leeds Pet Aug27 Ord Aug 27 


Cooxestey, Epwarp Murray, Stanley gar, Kensin 7 Ancuer, Samvgi  Roorrs, 


late Capt inthe Army High Court Pet Aug2 Ord Grocer Sept 7 at 12 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbre, 


Temple avenue 


eps, WittiaM Henry, Birmi 

turer Birmi Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
| Youxa, Avavustrvus Joxuyx, Bournemouth, Private Hotel Ree, 8, st, 
Proprietor Poole Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Laks, Henry, ‘Norfolk, Farmer Sept 8 at 12.30 
Off ‘orwich 


igh og og 


Great Wakering, Mowaenay, Jon, ¥ 
Tatil Of Manor row, Bradford 


Ree, 31 
Aug 27 | Prruax, Percy Hecror, Engineer 
Cooper, Tomas WaLKeR, Maddox st, Regent st, Tailor | BA®TON, Faawx Gaonce, and Wiiuiam Anraun Bangox, Sept7 at1 Off Reo, County Market place, 
High Court Pet Aug 27 0 : “|. Bs George and 


rd Aug 27 


’ ele Agents Sept 7 at 12.30 
, 


Corram, Jouy C, Gracechurch st, Company Promoter High Railwa ictoria st, Bristol Paprucor, Vrrronro, Westwick grins, West of 
Court Pi ee | Bernert, Cuartes Wititam, Kew Bridge, Licensed Vic- c i 
‘ou et July 12 Ord Aug 27 | tualler Sept 10 at 3 Off Rec, 95° Temple a bing no occupation Sept 7 at 11 pn aed st 


Rae, Fae av rd, Tobacconist High Court Pet Aug 4 


ug Temple avenue 


Reyxoups, Canotixe Rose, 
Sat 4 Court 


4 ‘ _ County Cheltenham 
Deakin, ALEXANDER, Northflect, Kent, Builder Rochester | Brenig, James Scort, Driffield, Licensed Victualler Sept Ricuarps, Guaxvitie, & Sen st Sept 7atl2 
} Ban Carey 


Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 ° 


Sat 11.30 Off Rec, Trinity 


House lane, Hull 


Dyer, Epwarp, Northampton, late Shoe Manufacturer Beceees, Frank, Leeds, Musical Director Sept 7 at 11} Ronson, SoLoxox, 


Northampton Pet July 31 Ord Aug 25 Ree, 22, Park row, Le 


Manufacturer Northampton PetJuly21 Ord Aug 25 lane, Shettield 


Haywanp, Ropert, Fareham, Hants, Painter Portsmouth CUP™, Tuomas, Stockport, Licensed Victualler Sept 7 at Ronse OF Ree, 
11.30 Off , County chmbrs, Market place, Stock- | Rossrren, Hernent Cuaries, Torquay, Tailor Sept 10 at 
Off Ree, Bedford Exeter 


Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 
Houianp, Parti ALExanper, Bexhill, Sussex, no occupa- | 
K tion —. Pet July % Ord Aug 9 ow H 
NOWLES, ALPH, Preston, Corn Mi P | , 
ae, Tae me. am, er reston Pet Park row 


Laxr, Henry Deaxix, ALEXANDER, Northfleet, Kent, Builder 10 at 
kr, Henny, Binham, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich Pet 11.30 Off —— ’ Sept 


Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 


. . Suerpaep, Wit. Grocer Sept 7 at 12 
Lowr, BERT, Gosport, Builder Portsmouth Pet Aug | ay Fm wane, Suet, ne Bees | Off Re, 8, High ef Spada 
- 28 Ord Aug 28 3 ras tel Mean hy | Sxevrox, Naruanren J, ground, Westminster 
onnis, Tuomas, Cardiff, Builder Cardiff Pet Aug 10 | Aat 18 Of Reo, gm pene, Beckett Sept 8 Sept 11 at 1 arg be 
: Baker Sept 7 at 12.30 Of | 


, st, 
anchester, late Licensed Victualler ons t Gen), Leigh, Kanes, Felater Gogt Vt | 


Ord Aug 24 


Moxey, Witt1aM Pixe, Lowestoft, Smackowner Gt Yar- | is a Lincoln, 


mouth Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 28 
Muxpy, Harry, 
Manchester Pet Aug18 Ord Aug 29 


| Cuttixewortn, Witt1aM Farpenicx, and James MorGax, | Syaxwow 
ley, Leeds, Tinners 1 


eeds Furniture Dealer Sept 10 at '12 Ont Rec, Go itigh ot, 
Grezves, Jonatuan Stewart, Northampton, late Shoe Cuarxe, Wauren, Sheffield, Builder Sept7 at3 Off Rec, 





Portland, Dorset, Baker Sept 8 at 


os 
— 


Sept 7 at 12 Off Reo, 22, Provision Dealer Sept 10 at 3 


at 2 Temperance 


Carey st 
Hull, Builder 
Sept § at 11 iN g rh 


upon 
Tarrersmau.L, Anrnur 8, Queen’ 
Gate, Stationer Sept 10 at 11 Bankraptey 


| Spaurr, Grorcs 


. Carey st 
Murrny, Epwarp, Prescot, Lancs, Grocer Liverpool Pet Fenais, Quanaae, Beate, Engine —-s Sept 12 at 12.15 | Tew, Gaoaae, Rugby, Builder Sept Tat 10.90 Off Ree, 
Bristo 17, Hertford 


Aug 25 Ord Aug 28 Otf Rec, Ban 


mer Banbury Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 29 
Nortu, Roser, Gazeby, Shipley, Yorks, late Innkeeper Silver st, Lincol 
ag — a rig 29 os Aug 29 

ny, Witiiam, Liv Joi i 

iS Ord danse erpool, Joiner Liverpool Pet Aug 





chmbrs, Corn st, " 
Nortu, Auyaxp Tuomas, Lillingstone Lovell, Bucks, Far- | sear Gusert Arriun, Harmston Vi », Lines, | Tuomas, Davin, 


Holy Orders Sept 11 at 12.30 Off Reo, 31, 
n 


Hovpaway, Groner Ricuarp, 


Sept 12’at 3.90 Off Reo, Cambridge J 
Pivx, Cuantes, Exeter, Architect Exeter Pet Aug 97 | Lxaux, on Curny, Bath Sept 12at11.90 Off Reo, | Warrrse, 
Ord Aug 27 Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol Tailor 


Glam, Tailor Sept 7 at 12 


Tydal 
Twomas, Janez, ” eatin Dae 
4 or Bank Corn 
sodem Sept ak 1 “iy lat Foedand Supt 1) ot 22 


Hants, Pi 
anaed, High et Tararronp, WiuiiaM 





‘ st, Oxford st, Ladies 
Sept 10 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Sept. 8, 1894. 








ADJUDICATIONS. 
Beanz, Face Hewry Bicxury, Brighton, Tailor 

Bnghton Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
Breaw = K, Artuur, Birmingham, 

‘et July 25 Ord Aug 28 
Soe, Jame Scott, Driffield, York, formerly Licensed 
Victualler Kingston upon Hull Pet Augs Ord Aug 
2 


Grocer Birmingham 


Bossarp, Gustave Ricnarp, Oakdale rd, Streatham 
Cor Pet May 12 Ord Aug 27 

Baioutes, —_ Ricuarp, Barnes, Surrey, Manager to 
the Oxford Music Hall Wandsworth Pet Mar 27 
Ord Aug 28 

re Eowarp Earp, Liverpool, Shipowner Liver- 

‘et Aug 1 

Caxyinc, Grorce Henny, Droitwich, Auctioneer Worces- 
ter Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 27 

Castree, Grorcs, Monmouth, Butcher Newport, Mon 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 29 

ame ae = James Bisnor, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler 
C 


Pet Aug 24 Ord A 

Cocxsnotr, Wii.iam, Far Headingley, Leeds, Farmer 
Leeds Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 

Cotutsce, Joszru, Birkdale, ton, Plumber 
Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 29 

Coorer, Toomas Watxer, Maddox st, Regent st, Tailor 
High Court Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

sy Poem | Northfleet, Kent, Builder Rochester 

28 Ord Aug 28 

ALTER Eowarp, Northampton, Leather Mer- 

Northampton Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 27 

Firer, Percy Wiurrep, Gore rd, Victoria Park High 
Court Pet Augs Ord Aug 27 

Hat, Emtty, Clifton, Bristol, Spinster Bristol 
14 Ord Aug 3 

Haut, Mary Apevarpe, Clifton, Bristol, Spinster Bristol 
Pet July 14 Ord Aug 28 

Haywakp, Rosert, Fareham, Hants, Painter Portsmouth 
Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Hisxs, Harry, Palace court, —_— Butler 
Court Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 27 

Hoar, Freep, Hastings, 
Aug3 Ord Aug 27 

Howvasp, Puruir Atexaxpenr, Bexhill, Sussex, no oceupa- 
tion Hastings Pet July9 Ord Aug 22 

Hos«isc, Tuomas Josern, Farnborough, Hants, Coal 
_— Guildford and Godalming Pet Aug 21 Ord 
Aug 27 


How tert, A E, Norwich, Surveyor Norwich 
Ord Aug 28 

Ksowtes, Kairu, Preston, Corn Miller Preston Pet Aug 
B Ord Aug 23 

Laxt, Hexer, Siaham, Norfolk, Farmer 
Aug 283 Ord Aug 28 

Losspa.z, Joux, sen, Accrington, formerly Mill Proprietor 
Blackburn Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 27 

Lovrs, Pescy Sirvesrer, Earl's Courtrd High Court Pet 
Aug? Ord Aug 27 

Lows, Borer, os Builder Portsmouth 
2 Ord Ang 2 

Puitirrs, Feasx, Thurloxton, Somerset, Innkeeper 
water Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 28 

Repixe, Eowaxp, ket bidgs, came | lane, 
High Court Pet June 11 Ord Aug Z 

Bicnaxgvsos, Saucer, Middlesborough, Tailor Middles- 

Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 25 

Bostssos, Ricnarp, Crosby Ga Westmrid, Farm 

= : K Pet Aug27 Ord Aug 27 wis 

OSE, maztorte Geace, Upper Thames st, idow 
Tich Court Pet Jani7 Ord Aug 27 

Susipos, Wr1isu, Neyland, Pembs, Boot Maker Pem- 
broke Dock Pet Aug2l Ord Aug 27 

Suatiwoop, Agzruce Goven, Kingswood, Glos, 

Pet Aug Ord Aug 29 

So:onos, J, Covent Grin, Fruit Dealer 
July 11 Ord Aug 25 

Woovuntap, Witttsax, Handsworth, 
Traveller Birmingham 

Youss, Avovervs Jons, 
Proprietor P: 


Liverpool 


Seinen! 
chant 


Pet July 


High 


Pet July 6 


Norwich Pet 


Pet Aug 
Bridg- 
Merchant 


Clothier 
High Court 


Staffs, 
Pet July 19 


Pet 


Commercial 

Ord Aug 
Bournemouth, Private Hotel 

cole Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 2 


London Gaertte—Torevay, Bept. 4. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apamsos, Cuazizs, Bon Marche, North Finchley, Linen 
Barnett Pett July 31 Ord Aug 2 
tmitam, Leicester, Horse Dealer Leicester Pet 
July 12 Ord Ang 31 
Beserzan. ~ pom, Guildford, Surrey, Capes Guild- 
ford and Godalming Pet Aug Zl Ori Aug 
Berrezwica, Eoezet Mozier, Goole, Yorkstire, Painter 
Wakefield’ Pet Aug ®) Ord Aug 
Coustsewoov, Cnszies, Halifax, Brash Manufacturer 
Hglifax Pet Ang ®) Ord Aug ® 
Daxtec, Asracve Wiisstan, Thorne, nr Taunton, Captain 
Lancers Taunton Pet AugZl Ord Aug 31 
Davies, Bow asp Cusnces, Milford Haven, lronmonger 
Pembroke Dock Pet Aug 3) Ord Aug ® 
Dawsos, Rovget Micnart, Monkwearmouth, Sunderland, 
out of tuwines Sunderland Pet Aug 41 Ord 


Dari, TWiaenau Vestiniog, Merionethshire 


aA 
Eerw 221%, 
Driver Wiaenanu VPestiniog Pet Aug #») Ord 


Aug ® 
Eessson, Prectvat, Kill wick, Yorks, _— Manofacturer 
Beaded Pet 


Hasian, J a. 


Bssotsws, e. ae 


Pa 


mebire, 
Ord Ang 21 
, Tigten, Painter Duiley 


A, fouthend, Kaen, Gent High Court 
Ord Aug Zi 
Bowers, 
mam VWudtereidd Pet Het 1 Ord exp 1 
4scrma, hennn, Vigh rf, Killern, China Dealer High 
Comer P 


1 Ord 
ewtury Boke Greet Mewtury PA 


hog Od how 2 
vg 8B, 
High Crert Pa sdiy7 « 


% egart, Mockbrokea 
y2) 


Licensed Victualler Hastings Pet 


Lewis, Tomas, i. Farmer Kidderminster 
Pet Aug 30 Ord A 

Newry, Evoar Caar.es, n Cardif, Contractor Cardiff Pet 
Sept 1 Ord Sept 1 

Pixcats, Josepn, Keighley, Yorks, Bread Baker Bradford 
Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 1 

Pixnenr, Joun, Aberdare, Saddler Aberdare Pet Aug 31 
Ord Aug 31 

Rickxnarp, Ann Soruta, me Sussex Brighton 
Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Ross, Watrer, Bradley, a Pe Grocer Wolver- 
hampton Pet Aue 

Rvsuton, Hream, Blac ay, Tone’ Rleckburn Pet Aug 
81 Ord Aug 31 

Surra, Cuartes, Ventnor, I W, Confectioner Newport and 
Ryde Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 

Terry, Jouy, Ly ‘Kent, senate 
Rochester Pet so Ord Aug 3 

Turner, Joun, Go Wood, sete, Staffs, Butcher 
Dudley Pet Aug27 Ord A 

Warkins, James Locay, Btaneiela. rd, Peioten, General 
Agent High Court Pet July 12 Ord Aug 

Wartsox, Joux Henry, Ni ham, Shoensee Victualler 
Nottingham Pet Aug 31 rd Aug 31 

Warsoy, iu14m Georce, and Watter AssortT, 
Bartholomew _ close, arin pees | Manufacturers 
High Court Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 29 

Wetuses, Tuomas Henry, Burton on Trent, Carrier 
Burton on Trent Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Yates, Grorcz, Dudley, Worcs, Commercial Traveller 
Dudley Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 


ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING as AND 
ANNULLING ADJUDICATION 


Fraxcis R., Rosedale terr, Fulham rd, Wine Mer- 
pb High Court Ord Aug 8, 1888 Adjud Aug 24, 
1888 Rese and Annul Aug 22, 1894 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Beare, WittsaAm Heyny Bicktey, Brighton, eal Sept 
12 at 3 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brigh’ 

Burreawick, Rosert Moruey, Goole, Yorks, Painter Sept 
llatit Off Rec, Bond trree, Wakefield 

CALLA Tigepert JOSEPH, ’ Avenue rd, Lewisbam, 
House urnisher Sept ilat12 24, Railway approach, 
London Bridge 

Cuatcrart, Euity Jane, Shanklin, I of . f Grocer Sept 
12at12 19, Quay street, Newport, I of W 

Curistiz, James Caries, Euston rd, Distillery Agent 
Sept ll at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Care st 

Cotitincwoop, CH a LES, ——— 2 Manufacturer 

#13 ati2 O 

cuem eae Jous, City = a Tobectonist Sept 11 
Bankru bid 5, Carey st 

ALTER Epwarp, Northampton, Leather 

Sept 12 at 12.30 County Court bldgs, 


y , ae, Gore rd, ig Park 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Care: 

Gopparp, ALFRED, ftesbury ane, “Root Dealer 
12at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Haywarp, Ropert, Fareham, pshire, Painter Sept 
12 at Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, Ports- 
mout 

Hixxs, Hazey, Palace ct, apenaies, Butler Sept 14 at 11 
Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Hoar, Frev, Hastings, Licensed Victualler Sept 30 at 
2.30 2, Railway app, me ag Bridge 

Howe..s, Joun Epwarp, nr Huddersfield, Mantle 
Warehouseman Sept 14 at 3 Off Rec, 6, Queen st, 


Huddersfield 
st, Clerkenwell, Li 


Manager 


Hu 


at ll 


Mer- 
Nor- 


Sept 
Sept 


Dee.ey, 





| Loum, Percy 





es Ware stv, AeVierdtiAd, Mantle Warchonne- | 


Keeste, Witiiam, Rosoman dicensed 
Victualler Sept 12 at 11 yo |  bidgs, Carey st 
Ksow.es, Ratrn, Sept 21 at 
3 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Loxspate, Joux, the elder, out of business 
Oct 10 at 1.30 County Court house, house, "Blac lackburn 
rd Sept 18at 11 


SILvesTer, a s Court 
my x | bldgs, Carey 
Losp, Jon» leton, vos, Farmer Sept 11 at 2.30 
Station Hotel, Carnforth 
Muxpy, Hazey, Manchester, out of business Sept12 at 3 
Ogden’ « chmbrs, Bridge st, Mane 
Epwagp, Lanes, Grocer Sept 12 at 3 
hee, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Newsox, Jous, Glyn Ni h, Glam, Woollen Manufacturer 
12 at 6 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra wansea 
t Sept 12 


Parez, James, F urrey, Corn 

at12 w, Railway app. London Bridge 

Pico, Tuomas, 8 Shields, PP euilder Sept 12 at 11.30 Off 
Ree, Pink lane Newcastle on Tyne 

Pows.r, Rovget Tuomas, Brecon, China Dealer Sept 11 
atiz Off Rec, 66, High st, Merthyr Ty afil 

Rowers, Rovert, Dolwyddelen, Curnarvonshire, Butcher 


Sept 12 at 11 Hotel 

Saxptaxp, Rowmer, Sieh Tailor Sept 8 at 11 Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

Suattwoow, Anruve Govon, Ki 004, Glos, Clothier 
Sept i2at1.15 Off Ree, Bank ¢ mbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Murra, Cuserns, Ventnor, LA Ww, Confectioner Kept 18 at 
12 19, Quay #t, Newp< 

Texur, Jon, byl my Ege , Bent, Butcher's 
Manager Sept @atiz2 Off Rec, Rx 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Avaxus, Tuomas Axpvazw, and Jonx Hewny Lawnzence 
Tusaxen, Newcastle on arg) Grocers eweastle on 
Tyne Pet JaneS Ord 

Ancunk, Saucer Boones, n Rinties Grocer Chelms- 
ford Pe Aug 22 Ord Aug ® 

tut, Wiss Peeowsscx, Hammeranith, Hatter High 
C ourt Pet July 16 Ord Au 
tenereay, Anrunn, Guildford, Guildford 
Aug 4i Ord Aug 31 
troomvinen, Wittsam, and Awruun Casntas Baoouriniy, 

King Homborme, Grocers vathamyton June 2 
Ord Aug %) 

Borreswick, Roeent i Goole, Painter 


2 
arpenter Pet 


Waketicld 





Pet Aug®) Ord Aug & 


Cums | WaAtrer i City rd, Tobacconist High Court 
Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 29 
Dante., Anraur Wri1am, Half ieee st, Captain Taun 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Epwanrps, Davin, jog, Engine Driver Port- 
oc Pet Aug28 Ord Aug 
E.uisox, Raoamen Kildwick, Cotton Manufacturer Brad- 
ford Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Evans, Joun Bamrorp, Aberavon, Draper Neath PetAug 
2 Ord Aug 31 
Ev "lee Lincoln, Baker Lincoln Pet Aug 10 


Fisuge, po Bo.p, any, Outfitter Pet 
July 31 Ord Aug 

Freeman, be ES, Kingsland, Tailor High Court Pet 
Aug 21 Ord Aug 

Freeman, Mary po 4 Wolverhampton Jeweller Wolver- 
hampton Pet July 11 Ord Au 

Hicornson, Tuomas Powe, Tip “t Painter Dudley 
Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 29 

Moncrierr, O1vea Srvart, meee, Spinster High 
Court Pet July 11 ce ge, 

Munpy, Harry, nches' rs ee Victualler Man- 

chester Pet Aug 18 Ord Sept t 

me Grocer Liverpool Pet Aug 

25 


Swindon 


wower, Hoan Onantes, Cardi, Contractor Cardiff Pet 
1 

ipley, Innkeeper Bradford Pet Aug 

Pau ser Jon “Oxford st, Dealer i in Horses High Court | 

Ord Aug 31 4 

Pave, | on ver Corn Merchant Croydon Pet 

15 


Ord Ai 
Prac, ‘Tomas, Bouth Shields, Builder Newcastle on Tyne © 
Pet A Ord t1 


ug 3 ; 
t’s pk,Iron Merchant High | 
Ord A: 
Butcher Portmadoc 
Pet A 
Ord A’ i 
High 
Scurry, Asranam, B ist 
Surra, CHaRies, Foe hag Confectioner Newport and Ryde © 
Terry, Joun, Gi ham, Butcher’s Manager Rochester 
Pet Aug 31 
High Court Pet July 18 Ord Aug 31 
tholomew close Hi Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 29 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 
LU King’s 
Lynn Creditors, Sept 11 at 3 ‘contetoutores, pd 11 at 


Pitxrseron, Francis, 
rd Aug 31 
ug 30 
BERT, Dolwyddelen, 
Roskiity, Taowas James, Peckham rd, Accountant Clerk 
ug 31 
High Court 
Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 29 
et Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Aug 30 
Warsox, Joun Henny, goo ey + aaa Victualler 
i Pet Aug 31 
Wetwiinecs, Tuomas Hewry, Burton on Trent, 
THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 to 1890. 
3.30 W. B. Whall’s Office, Market sq, King’s Li 


Norrs, poem, = 
29 Ord Aug 





Coart Pet July 14 
Prscuix, hae Keighley, B Baker Bradford Pet 
Augs Ord 
21 Ord Aug 31 
High Court Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 31 
Sanp, Samuet Ropeer, Forest Hill, Ropemaker 
SHANNON, “a sp Provision Dealer Bolton Pet 
Tariom, Rossetti Gorvon, Chiswick, Sugar Promoter 
Tourver, Jouy, Sedgley” Butcher Dudley Pet Aug 27 
Ord Aug 28 
Nottingham Aug 31 
Buton on Trent Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Dudley 
Finst Merrtinas. 


a 4 Sorta, Billingshurst, Widow Brighton 
Roperts, 
i. -. Hream, Blackburn, Tinner Blackburn PetAug 

31 

Court Pet Aug8 i saat en 

Aug 14 

h Court Pet May7 Ord Auz 30 
Wesmneae” Wituiam Henry, Moorgate st, Architect ~ 
Wartsox, Witut1am Georae, and Wavtrer Assorr, Bar- 
Court 

Yares, Gzoraz, Dudley, Commercial Traveller 
Ayowo-Betoran Sreamsnie Co, Ki 





Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANGE, which in-" 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 528. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 

6s.; by Post, 28s. SoLiorrors’ JOURNAL,’ 

268, Od. ; by "Post, 28s. Od. Volwmes bownd 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law ool 
5s. 6d. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring 
Journal with regularity, it is requested 
application be made direct to the Publisher, ~ 

All letters intended for publication in 
“* Solicitors’ Journal” must authe 
-by the name of the writer. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE 


BY SPROLAL a 
How Mitaat bone french, Corporation ~ 5 Bay ee 
ROBES FOR QUBEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Olergy Ge 
ESTABLISHED 1680, 


4, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 














